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Examiner 

Anh T. Mai 



Applicant(s) 

KONIG, WERNER 



Art Unit 

2832 



Period ^~^^^^^^'^'^^'^^^^°f^''^''<''"'"""'^^ nthec ver sheet wi th the comspondence address- 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHfS) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION MONTH(S) FROM 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 July 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is In condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
Disposition of Cli^ms ''^ """^ ^'^''^'''^ ^'^^"^^ ^^^^ ^ ^^ ^53 213 

4) S Claim(s) M5 is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) 13-15 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1:2,4-9.11 and 12 Is/arP mjArtaH 

7) ^ Claim(s) 3J0 is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawlng(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required In reply to this Office action. 

1 2) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

13) n Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 
2.n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 



3.n Cof^es of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 
^ translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received 

15) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
Attachment(s) 



1) 1^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 



4) n Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). . 

5) □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application (PTO-152) 

6) n Other: 



U.S. Patent and Trademartt Office 
PTOL-326 (Rev. 04-01) 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of group I in Paper No. 5 is ackn9wledged. The 
traversal is on the ground(s) that claims 13-15 are not drawn to a method but drawn to an 
apparatus for winding an electrical conductor with number of turns whereas claims 1-12 are 
drawn to a coil arrangement. 

2. The examiner agrees that claims 13-15 drawn to an apparatus of winding NOT method as 
indicated in the previous action. However, the examiner does not agree tha/ there is no 
distinction between claim 1 and claim 13 as argued by applicant. Applicant agrees that 
independent claim 1 drawn to coil arrangement and independent claim 13 drawn to an apparatus, 
therefore there inust be distinction between claim 1 and 13. As stated in the previous action, the 
coil arrangement of group I can be made by hand without the use of the claimed apparatus 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that fonfi the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

4. Claims 1-2, 4-9, 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by Van 
Der Hoek et al. [US 2930014]. 

Van Der Hoek discloses a coil arrangement in which the conductor wound with pluraUty 
of turns in at least two layers; plurality of tums 6-10 of second layer being positioned above the 
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plurality of turns 1-7 of first layer and the turns in first layer are arranged parallel to one another, 
turns of second layer are inclined at 26 wherein inclination angle being less than one pitch 
[figure 1; col 2, lines 51-65]. 

With respect to claims 7-9, 1 1-12 the claims are counterpart of claims 1-2, 4-6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 3 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim 
and any intervening claims. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
Claims 3 and 10 recite, inter alia, an individual turn in one of the layer is inclined by a 

total pitch width which is formed by a total number of pitches in an adjacent layer. 

The references of record do not teach or suggest the aforementioned limitation, nor would 
it be obvious to modify those references to include such limitation. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Couvillion et al. [US 5221060]; LeCompte [US 5209416]; Pol Payen [US 3622818]. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Anh T. Mai whose telephone number is 703-308-2900. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 Schedule. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Elvin Enad can be reached on 703-308-7619. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-1782. 
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